IN THE MATTER OF _ BEFORE THE

ADEROMRE ADEBANJD, P.L. v STATE BOARD
LICEMSE MO 11971 * OF PHARMACY
Respondant CASE NO. PRIG-GU3
) N , " ; . . . . .

FINAL CONSENT ORDER

Rased on inforrnation received and a subsequent investigation by tha State

. © M

Board of Pharmacy (the "Boaid"), and subjec o Md. Health Cee. Ann, § 12-101, gt
sedq., (2009 Repl. Vol) (tha "Act), the Board charged Aderonke Adebanjo, P.0., (the
"Respondent™), with violations of the Act. Specifically. the Board charged the

Respondent with violation of the following provisions of § of §12-313:

(n)  Subjectto the hearing provisions of § 12-315 of this subtitle, the Board, on
the afirmative vote of a majority of its members then sarving, may deny a
license to any applicant, reprimant any licensee, place any ficensss on
probation, or suspend of revoke 2 license if the applicant o licensee:
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-




.01 Patient Safety and Welfare,

A, A pharmacist shall:

(1) Abide by all federal and State laws relating to the practice of
pharrecy and the dispensing, distribution, storage, and labeling of
drugs and devices, including bui not limited o

(2) United States Code, Tite 21,

(b) Health-Gensral Article, Titles 271 and 29" Annotated Gods of
Maryland,

(¢) Realth Occupat

pations Article, Title 12, Annotated Code of
Maryland,

(cfy Criminal Lavs Article, Tiile 52, Annotated Code of Maryland,
and
(6) COMAR 10.19.03;”
B. A pharmacist may not

(1) Engage in conduct which departs from the standard of care
ordinarily exercised by a pharmacist;

(2) Practice pharmacy under circumstances or conditions which
prevent the proper exercise of professional judgment; or

(3) Engage in unprofessional conduct.
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Assistant Atforney Gensral, and Francesca Gibbs, Stafi Atiernay, Counsa! to the Board,
Also in attendance were the Respondent and her attorney, Darren Margolis, and the
Administrative Prosecuter, Roberta Gill.

Following the Case Resolution Conference, the parties and the Board agreed to

r
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solve the matter by way of setifement. The parlles and the Board agreed to the
following:

FINDIMGS OF FACT

1. At all times relevant to the charges herein, the Raspondent was
licensad to praclice pharmacy in the State of Maryland.  The
Respondent was first licensed on February 21, 1990,  The
Respondent’s license expires on March 31, 2011, |

2. At all times relevant herein, the Respondant was the sole owner
and the sole dispensing pharmacist of Hope For All Pharmacy and
Stores in Temple Hills, Prince George'’s County, Maiylana.

/ ccording to the phermacy anplication, the Respondent was mso
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Charles Ebong with 2 while jacket on, with the name "Pharmasist
nrinted on the garment. The insnecior asked M. Ebong if he was a

narmacist, to which Mr, Ebong replied thal he was not; that hae

o

Was g i%hn;m’m and, the Respondent would return later. The
Inspector asksd Mr. Ebong to contact the Respondent, and the
inspecior epcke with her afier identifying himself. The Respondent
stated that shie woulkd be there in 10 minutas. However, it tock the
Raspondent 28 minuies to arrive, at which time the Inspactor told

nar about the corrsct nrocedure for having the pharmacy open

o

without a pharmacist present,

Cn July 8, 2009, Division of Drug Controt (DDC) Inspecior arrived
at 988 am. fodoaC onr rolled Dangerous Substances (CDS)
inspection®, and noted that the Respondent was not on the

premises. A femnals employes was in the store. The Respondent

ariived ol the phanmacy at 10:88 aurne, a fun howr efter the 1200




thereunder.
CONCLUBIONS OF LAW

Based upcn the foregoing Findings of Fact, the Board finds thal Respondeant
violated §12-313 (b) (2), (3) and (24) ; Codea of Md. Regs, tit. 10 § 34.10 .01A (1} (a), (9),

(¢, (d), (e} B (1), (2) and (3).

DHRDER
Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and agresment of tha
parties, itis this - U’ " day of January 2010, by a majority of a quorum of the Board

ORDERED that the Respondent is hereby REPRINANDED, and be it further

ORDERED that the Respondent pay a fine of $500, payable to the Board within six

months of the date of the Order.
ORDERED that the Conaent Order is effactive as of the date of its signing by the

Boasrd: and be it
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the Order or conditions; and be it

QRDERED that the Respondent shall practics in accordance with the laws end
regulations governing the practice of pharmacy in Maryland; and be i fﬁrther

Should the Respondent fall to demonstrate compliance, the Board may impose

additional terms and conditions on the Order, as it deems necessary;

DROERED, that for purposes of public disclosure, as permitted by Md. State Govi,
Code Ann. §10-617(1h) (Repl. Vol. 2004), this document consists of the contents of the
foregoing Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order and inat the Board may also
disclose same 1o any national reporting data banl that it is mandated to report to.
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LaVerne G. Naasea, Executive Director
Stata Board of Pharmacy
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CONSENT OF HCOPE FOR ALL PHARMACY AMD STORES, G,

L, Aderenke Adebanjo, P.D., by affixing my signature hereto, acknowledge that:

1. I, the ownei of the above pharmacy, am renresanted by an at
Darren Margolis, and have been advised by him of the legal implication of signing this
Consent Order;

2. P em awars that without my consent, my permit to operate a pharracy
in this Siate cannot be limitad e cept pursuant to the provisions of § 12-409 of ths Act and

Adrinistrative Procedura Act (APA) Md. State Govi, Qode— Ann. §10-201, et seq
(2004 Repl. Vol.) .

3. i am aware that I em antited to a formal evidentiary hearing befora the
Board.

By this Consent Order, | hereby consent and admit o the foregoing Findings of
Fact, Conc!uqmm of Law and Order, provided the Board adopts the foregoing Consent

L

Ordsrinits entirety, By doing e, D waive my right to ¢
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STATE OF _ﬁ@ﬂyi_f;@_&d

CITYICOUNTY OF _Wiinee Gan 92

d

me, ECharm Loy’ | aNotary Public of the foregoing State and {City/Courity),
{Print Name)

| HERERY CERTIFY that on this s day of _ﬁCLV\,LLCL"LQ _ , 2010, hatora
; ', -

peisonally appeared Aderonke Adebanjo, owner of Hooe For All Pharmacy and Stores,
Inc., and made oath in due form of law that signing the foregoing Consart Order was her

voiuntary act and desd, and the statemenis made harein are true and corract,

AS WITNESSETH my hand and notarial seal.

SO~ T

Notary Public




